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heard our plea and are finally willing
to consider this nomination, as well.
When we confirm Judge Kollar-Kotelly,
we as a Senate will literally double the
number of judges we have confirmed
this year—from one to two. Unfortu-
nately, there will still be 68 vacancies
on the district courts around the coun-
try and a record 24 vacancies on the
Federal courts of appeals.

Judge Colleen Kollar-Kotelly’s nomi-
nation was first received from the
President in March 1996 and was pre-
viously reported to the Senate in Sep-
tember 1996. This nomination was not
acted upon before the adjournment of
the 104th Congress. She was renomi-
nated on the first day of this Congress.
her nomination was re-reported again
without a single dissent from the Judi-
ciary Committee 2 weeks ago. During
that time there has been an anony-
mous Republican with an unspecified
concern that has prevented this nomi-
nation from being considered. In other
words, there is an unspecified hold.

Over the last 5 years, the District
Court for the District of Columbia has
been at full strength with 15 active
judges for only about 6 months. The
court has been operating with three va-
cancies for over a year and another
judge is currently absent due to illness.
I understand that the vacancies have
been contributing to a rise in the back-
log of civil and criminal cases pending
before the court.

The criminal case backlog increased
by 37 percent in 1996. So much for get-
ting tough on criminals. We are fortu-
nate to have senior judges who were
willing and able to pitch in during
these vacancy periods. Indeed, senior
judges recorded one-third of the total
court time spent by all judges in this
district from July 1995 to June 1996. In
the words of the court’s chief judge:
‘‘The Court cannot continue to rely on
senior judges to bear this much of the
caseload.’’ I agree.

I thank the majority leader for
agreeing to proceed to Senate consider-
ation of Judge Kollar-Kotelly’s nomi-
nation. And I thank Chairman HATCH
of the Judiciary Committee for press-
ing forward with this important nomi-
nation.

The Senate has not been doing its job
when it comes to considering and con-
firming nominations for judicial vacan-
cies. I asked last night what justified
the unconscionable delay in taking up
Judge Garland’s nomination, what
fatal flaw in his character or fairness
the Republicans had uncovered? I ask
those questions again with respect to
this nominee, a hard-working woman
who has been serving on the superior
court bench here in the District of Co-
lumbia for the last 13 years, having
been appointed by President Ronald
Reagan. The answer is the same: There
is no explanation why she was not con-
firmed before now. She is another of
the unlucky victims of the majority’s
shutdown of the confirmation process
last year.

With respect to this nominee, I note
that the ABA Standing Committee

unanimously found her well qualified
for this position, thereby giving her
the ABA’s highest rating. She has been
an associate judge of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia since
1984 and has served as the deputy pre-
siding judge of the Criminal Division.

Before that she was the chief legal
counsel at Saint Elizabeths Hospital
here in the District. She served as an
attorney in the appellate section of the
Criminal Division of the Department of
Justice for almost 3 years.

She is a distinguished graduate of
Catholic University and its Columbus
School of Law. She clerked for the
Honorable Catherine B. Kelly on the
District of Columbia Court of Appeals.
She has been active in bar associations
and on numerous committees of the
Superior Court.

I thank all Senators for confirming
this nominee as a judge on the United
States District Court for the District
of Columbia.

Mr. FAIRCLOTH. Mr. President, I am
not going to object to the unanimous
consent for the confirmation of the
nomination of Colleen Kollar-Kotelly
to be U.S. district judge for the Dis-
trict of Columbia, but I would like it
recorded that if we had conducted a
rollcall vote on the nominee, I would
have voted in the negative.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the nominations be
confirmed, the motions to reconsider
be laid upon the table, any statements
relating to the nominations appear at
the appropriate place in the RECORD,
the President be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action, and the Senate
then return to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The nominations were confirmed as
follows:

THE JUDICIARY

Colleen Kollar-Kotelly, of the District of
Columbia, to be U.S. District Judge for the
District of Columbia.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Rose Ochi, of California, to be Director,
Community Relations Service, for a term of
4 years.

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW
COMMISSION

Mary Lucille Jordan, of Maryland, to be a
Member of the Federal Mine Safety and
Health Review Commission for a term of 6
years expiring August 30, 2002. (Reappoint-
ment)

Theodore Francis Verheggen, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be a Member of the
Federal Mine Safety and Health Review
Commission for a term expiring August 30,
2002.

f

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
turn to legislative session.

Mr. LOTT. I yield the floor, Mr.
President.

Mr. BURNS addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate from Montana.
(The remarks of Mr. BURNS pertain-

ing to the introduction of S. 509 are lo-

cated in today’s RECORD under ‘‘State-
ments on Introduced Bills and Joint
Resolutions.’’)

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTIONS
Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I

rise to talk about an issue that was
talked about at great length today in
the House of Representatives and voted
on. That is the issue of partial-birth
abortions, or as the Congressman who
led the debate on the floor of the
House, Congressman HENRY HYDE, re-
fers to it as partial-birth infanticide
where, in fact, you have a baby that is
at or near viability in the fifth and
sixth month of pregnancy when most of
these abortions are performed, deliv-
ered completely out of the mother, and
all that is left in the mother is the
head—what we are talking about here
is not an abortion. What we are talking
about is killing a child.

I think, incredibly, frankly, given the
results of the last election where the
Republicans lost seats in the House,
and getting a sufficient number of
House votes to override a—hopefully
not, but probably—Presidential veto of
this bill—we needed 290 votes. We
thought going in we would be assured
of that number. In fact, we thought we
would be well assured of that number,
given the results of the election and
what we thought was the intention of
the Members.

It turned out that the House passed
the partial-birth abortion ban by a
vote of 295 to, I believe, 136. That is five
votes more than the required constitu-
tional majority of 67 percent of the
House. So they do have enough votes in
the House of Representatives to over-
ride a Presidential veto.

The action now shifts here to the
U.S. Senate. We are going into recess
and will be for the next couple of
weeks, but I have had conversations
with the majority leader, and we an-
ticipate bringing that bill up sometime
shortly after we reconvene here in the
Senate in April and hope for a full de-
bate on this issue.

As to what happened in the House,
when we saw the number of votes
change, resulting in a sufficient num-
ber to override the President’s veto, I
hope that same kind of dynamic occurs
here in the Senate. Those votes
changed because of new information
that has been brought to light about
what actually is going on out in Amer-
ica on this issue of partial-birth abor-
tions. We were originally told by the
advocates of the procedure, the indus-
try and those who support the proce-
dure, the abortion rights groups, that
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